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THE ANGLO-FRENCH “ACCORD” 


HE significance of the Anglo-French 

naval accord, widely heralded and 
freely interpreted in this week’s press dis- 
patches, cannot be judged on the meagre 
information available. The terms have 
not been made public, and until they are 
known speculation will not be profitable. 
It is possible, however, to segregate facts 
from conjecture. 


This much, and no more, may be said 
with some assurance of accuracy: 

1. The “agreement” does not pro- 
vide for specific limitation. 

2. It deals with the broad principle 
of naval disarmament. 

3. It presumably offers a basis for 
further discussion at the next meeting 
of the League Preparatory Commission 
at Geneva. 


This is mere conjecture, based on in- 
formation which may or may not be true: 
1. France has agreed to abandon 
her fight for limitation by global ton- 
nage (i. e., that each country should be 
allowed to build whatever type of ship 
it desires within a total tonnage limit 
agreed upon),* and has accepted the 
British and American thesis that ships 
should be limited by categories, or 
classes. 

2. Both countries are prepared to 
consider limitation on the basis of four 
categories—capital ships, air-craft car- 
riers, surface vessels of less than 10,000 
tons, and submarines over 600 tons. 

8. Great Britain has agreed to let 
France build an unlimited number of 
submarines under 600 tons. 


* For example, if Great Britain and France were each 
allowed 100,000 tons, France could build 100 submarines 
of 1,000 tons each, while Great Britain, if it chose, could 
build ten 10,000-ton cruisers. 


4. France has agreed to support 
Great Britain in grouping destroyers 
and cruisers in one category. 


This much is historical fact: 


1. At the Washington Conference 
capital ships and air-craft carriers were 
limited on the basis of a 5—5—3 ratio. 
Submarines and cruisers were not lim- 
ited, France refusing to limit the former 
and Great Britain, in consequence, re- 
fusing to curtail the latter. 

2. At past meetings of the Prepara- 
tory Commission, which is preparing 
the way for a world-wide disarmament 
conference, France and Italy have in- 
sisted on limitation by global tonnage, 
while Great Britain and the United 
States have advocated reduction by 
categories. 

3. At the Coolidge conference at 
Geneva last summer, Great Britain and 
the United States were unable to agree 
on limitation of cruisers. Great Britain 
demanded a large number of small 
cruisers with 6-inch guns. The United 
States insisted on a number of large 
10,000-ton cruisers and the right to 
mount all cruisers with 8-inch guns. 
During the conference the United 
States agreed tentatively to discuss 
cruisers and destroyers as one category. 
Agreement proving impossible on other 
grounds, this discussion was not pur- 
sued. 


This much may be reasonably con- 
cluded: 

1. The Preparatory Commission, 
which has been virtually deadlocked on 
the basic principle of disarmament, may 
be able to proceed with its work. 
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2. The United States will be repre- 
sented at the November meeting. 

3. The United States is interested 
primarily in cruisers. While there 
is nothing to indicate that the United 
States would refuse to consider cruisers 
and destroyers in one category, there 
is every reason to believe that she will 
insist on a certain number of large 
cruisers, as she did at Geneva, and the 
right to arm all cruisers with 8-inch 
guns. 


Unless Great Britain and the United 
States can find a basis for agreement in 
this category, general naval disarmament 
can not proceed very far. 

W. T. S. 


Towards Evacuation 

ILL the French soon evacuate the 

second (Coblenz) zone of the Rhine- 
land without waiting for a quid pro quo 
from Germany? Dispatches from Paris 
indicate that M. Briand is working to- 
wards this end and that perhaps the com- 
ing September Assembly of the League of 
Nations will witness an announcement to 
this effect. That Britain would welcome 
such action is evident from the statement 
made by Sir Austen Chamberlain in the 
House of Commons on July 18 that the 
British Government is sympathetic to the 
German desire to hasten evacuation. 


The new Socialist Government of Ger- 
many is pledged to work for evacuation 
and the liberation of the Coblenz zone 
would greatly strengthen its position. 
Evacuation of the second zone is scheduled 
to take place under the terms of the Ver- 
sailles Treaty in 1930 and Berlin is not 
inclined to offer concessions to France in 
regard to reparation or anything else in 
order to regain the territory a few months 
earlier. On the other hand, such a beau 
geste from Paris would deepen Franco- 
German rapprochement. The French 
would still have the Mayence zone of the 
Rhineland, which under the treaty is not 
due for evacuation until 1935, for bargain- 
ing purposes. 


In France, the Socialist Party Congress 
held in July instructed its delegates to 
the Brussels meeting of the Second (So- 
cialist) International to vote for evacua- 
tion of at least the Coblenz zone. At the 
opening session of the Brussels Confer- 
ence, on August 5, M. Vandervelde of Bel- 
gium in his keynote address demanded 
evacuation and 10,000 Socialists paraded 
through the streets of Brussels carrying 
banners demanding peace and disarma- 


ment. 
M. S. W. 
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Notes 


T is perhaps premature to surrender 

yet to very much optimism concerning 
Nationalist China, but the successful ef- 
forts of the past two months encourage 
a belief that a period of peace and orderly 
reconstruction is ahead. 


As an example of the new trend, one 
may turn to the programs outlined by 
the National Education Conference and 
the National Economic Conference re- 
cently concluded; to the activity of the 
Rehabilitation Committee which is con- 
verting the swollen armies into “labor 
battalions” for building roads and repair- 
ing torn railways. Announcement has 
been made that the Chinese Government 
is intending to take on its own shoulders 
the $54,000,000 project for the construc- 
tion of the Canton-Hankow Railway— 
for years a bone of contention among 
those foreign Powers which have claimed 
exclusive monopolistic privileges in this 
railway region. Furthermore, the Na- 
tionalists are taking over an increasing 
measure of the administrative control of 
the Salt Gabelle, the Postal Service and 
the Maritime Customs Service—formerly 
administered in all their most important 
posts by foreigners. 

One might cite other instances of the 
beginning of a more hopeful period, and 
certainly they would make more refresh- 
ing reading than the over-worked theme 
of military intrigue still so strongly em- 
phasized in the dispatches of our leading 
newspapers. It is unfortunate that one 
must wait for the mails to bring real in- 
formation of a constructive sort from 
China. 


EPORTS indicating that Soviet Rus- 

sia is ready to sign the Kellogg treaty 
for the renunciation of war have elicited 
no replies from the United States and the 
other Powers who are to meet in Paris 
this month. Apparently none of the Gov- 
ernments invited to attended the Paris 
ceremony are anxious to plead the Soviet 
cause, and Washington has shown no sign 
of extending an invitation. 

While the inclusion of Russia among the 
original signatories at Paris might con- 
ceivably cause some embarrassment by 
reason of the expressed desire of other 
countries, notably Spain, to be included, 
there is every reason why Moscow should 
adhere to the pact when it is thrown open 
for signature by all the other countries. 
Rightly or wrongly, Russia would inter- 
pret the treaty as directed against herself 
if she alone were prevented from ad- 
hering. 


The Hditors alone are responsible for such opinions as they may express in the News Bulletin. 


